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I think that any one who reads that letter with candour
will find it hard to deny the writer's conclusion. <( All I
" wish (which I hope I need not much labour) to persuade
" you is that I thought the measure necessary, and that I
" acted on principles which appeared to be just and
" urgent."

To me the judges appear to have exercised their discre-
tionary power reasonably and in good faith, and nothing
more could be required of them. The question was-
one in which there was no absolute right or wrong. I
cannot better express my reasons for this opinion than
by correcting some of Macaulay's statements on this-
matter, and adding some observations which he overlooks.
" The law which made forgery capital in England was
"passed without the smallest reference to the state of
" society in India." True, but it was passed with direct
reference to a state of society exactly similar to that which
existed in 1775 in Calcutta, and it was extended to
inhabitants of Calcutta only, and not as Macaulay
seems to assume to all India. The 2 Geo. II. c. 25,
recites that " Forgery" has of late been practised
" to the subversion of truth and justice, and prejudice
"of trade and credit/' But Calcutta had since the
establishment of the English power there become a
place of " trade and credit" to a great degree, and this-
was so clearly proved by the evidence of *" all the
"principal native inhabitants of Calcutta who were
" examined during the course of the trial, and who were
" certainly persons as well qualified to speak to them
" as any in Calcutta," that Farrer felt " extraordinarily
" hurt at it," and 2said that he "felt himself beat even

1 Evidence of Farrer before the Impeachment Committee, p. 7.
* P. 17.